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5/29/75 

Hr* Bud Fetmtertfald 
910 16 floor 

Waeidn^ton, D.C. 30006 

Bear Bud* 

lour letter of the 27th xs merely the nearest in a long series of re^sentations 
your unrecognized sickness. Youz can't live with your past and record* you 
snog yourself to examine either} so you perpetuate and magnify all the same errors 
in a futile effort to persuade others than the silliness that you have manufactured 
is other than it really is* childish in its more innocent manifestations* 

In pursuit of this futility you write me an untruthful letter "for the record." 

feiLy, 1 sorrow for you, whether or noi you can coneive this and despite all 
your unconscionable ante because on the subject that brought us together you have 
always bean out of control., I regret almost as much that 1 was too long recongfiiaing 

triU,3# ' 

Touany that I "loaned to the CTIA H you and. Jim "certain research files." fori*. 

" **? *" y0 “ ****** farout * the very first and for reasons you also can't 
live with I refused to have anything to do with the OTU. I was opposed to vour 
basic coneopt and told you it was impossible and I would have no association with 
those you had selected for your board who I knew to be at best irresponsible." 1 
JiJgvgx under ,gg£_ conditions loaned the anything. Quits separate from this is 
the trust I was tailing td impart in you and did. 

, . re ’ feurn 8000 to me. I have them segregated because I’ve not had 

time to intepate than. They can't include anything I ever 1st the C TU. have because 
i never let it have anything. Stay do include files bad from me only 4n your 
ro as mp lawye r , I regard tMs as unethical and b&cauae of my verp cleariy expressed 
opinion of your Cm and its assorted nut unconscionable. I think a case could bo 
made that it is also unprofessional. {l have no such ing&tUon. ) 

Because you now contrive this phoney "record" I'll have no choice but to preserve 
them as I got them, in your file folders, that is, the CTIA's, not your law firm's. 

All of tais avoids still another questions:, my work that you obtained other 
from me. I know I raised this with you in writing at the time you announced you were 
depositing your GT^a files at Georgetown. I know 1 raised it but don’t recall whether 
on not in writing when l learned that nuts like Sppaeue, in whom you continued to 
have faith and trust when reasonable and rational pro pie could not, were pawing 
through your idles. You then denied that he or anyone you did not authorises did 
or would have this access. I now see the newest of Spree's published insanities 
openly quoting CTIA files. Plural. 

You “* not the on Jy one who breaks confidence. You have some of ay work from 
two at least of those I trusted in the past* As soon as I became aware of this I 
raised the question with you and asked that you or your people remove all of this. 

It did not happen. 

You can' t even be truthful about how what was returned to me. Y 0 u to 

remove what he did, H© did not do it on his ora. Both of you then told me. 

I have neither the Aesiro nor the time nor the expense involved in my going 
through your files. This offer, which you knew I could not accept, in no way removes 
or diminishes your responsibility in any of this. You are the one who did what you 
should not have and the responsibility is yours, not mine. 




, M „, J 33uld roSlst th ® etched wnen your own self-concept and your own 

inability „o achieve your amoiticns are involved. Thus you make this cr ack 
certain rscoisda q f lawsuits filed gratis for you.” 

“ !J er ! SV ® “y perSOnal tenefit to me in either of those suits I am 
unaware of it. They were, supposedly, a common interest. But the fact is that you 
dxd reprasent^e. I beUeve this entitles you to keep those files that do relate 

1 3X30 belisTO JO » OSs me the obligation of complete confi- 

la w vI'roa^Tnotr* *° “ S " 1, “ “ soot “ “* *° «“**• « if 

- -2f : TZXSZ ** Jm “ - *- - 1 — 

+ .^ le * 3130 ^ no teed f °r humbling you by ro faring to h^t you ha ndl ed one 
«,-pL + e + UitS - a ECtho ^ of which at 150 otege you have eny reason for pride, I do 

5mL« 1 ft m yocr about kqt "vituperative and 

litigioua nature. Neither to you nor to anyone ever in public have I made any 

-^plaint about what you did in that case. I think you should ask yourself if it 

£«sm sr for ** to te Mni i t r « "■ *■ 

It Is the only suit I have ever lost* Have you this good a record? Ones it 
got out of your hands it had an entirely different historyLd then you made yourself 

?*;jj *****, .i» m***, it. i »s. «» 

taped the press conference you swaged so there is no poi$t in,lyiruf to vour^elf 
or anyone else about this. , ° yoursaa 

„„ . ®* ®* "yeu" won 1 the draft of what made it possible and then, when "' 
you ^ere out a. town, saw the means of getting a summary judgement and got 14. H 
may be in your name and I have no objection to that, but I'm addressing your character- 
th6 OBly tJ5in ^ «“* 0311 ^ fesl bettor with a racordU barren 

SWfl JfOUIUt 

1 f W3U±t yoo not handle, including those X handled myself, 
Beiki©s rats li’fcig'louD j whai: rjanrio^ you jiiake oi' SBgPQ U&T 

And what we re these suits? Five under StOA. That makes me "litigious?" Two 
for the col.t-cUon of coney owed mo. 1 filed one and got an out-of-court iM settle- 
ment walls awaiting the judge. I got a tOQ^ collection of one you declined to handle, 

fSt 63 * hB - Vlas t0 30 to court * 1 WOfl two <Wge auitsTtS 

a “* PTiMiple of property rights and noise eeoloS law, in the 

S^2hin^or r C \ m 0U S K>f " e0a r sttUcE:eilt co*isidembI ? more than 10 tines wEnt one 
And T T e3td ? eoua flrm told ;aG was the top offer and urged me to accent, 

they never confidS il ^T ^ ** “ “° St * Mhat 1 C3uid ^ f «» «*»tttag 

^ I ! m "litigious" when I decline to 1st you file mare suits for me afte* vour 
peKomaiwa - and than obtain that materiel without suit only to have you again be 

part of misrepresenting how that was shaken loose? In fact, pretending that one of 
your fellow self-promoters did it? prerencung that one of 

_ + , l ®° “ a 5 m ! thia litigious character I have but I'll content myself 

WLth a few comments insteaa. One is to play back some of your radio ego-tritrlng a- it 
Inv^vcd me and suits in which you represented me, I don’t have all bJTl do tove what 
At "■ ^^ly unethical. And false. lou ar„ welcome to face yourself. 
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la there a pjayfl e aspect of you and me in the Hey case you would like me to 
resnind you of? la there a single tirco you did not take my layman's advice when you 
were proven w+mgi Great tribute to your legal abilities that iai Md I not* in fact* 
do work it was your responsibility to do without pay when you were vacationing instead 
of serving your client 1 s interest? Sid X not in fact prepare almost all your questioning 
in the evidentiary hearing, beg inni ng with the iOTest&gatian and extending to virtually 
everything except the words you spoko in court? Sven the legal philosophy? And when 
even then you failed in you/ obligation to prepare the publishing end, did * not then 
rescue you as much as you could be rescued by preparing you for crossSeaamxdng a 
surprise witness? 

If this is not enough X can go into the Playboy/Penthouee stuff and Cliff and 
much more relating to ethics and lltigiousnesa and vi tutu rat ivenos s * ^ovr last 
offer through Jim amounted to pleading Ray guilty, as you may have forgpttf*n*In 
your inability to control yourself and your insane running off at the mouth, alas, 
you did this in public* 

v 

Xqu arc sick enough to talk yourself into all the rubbish in your head* $u 
can actually believe these slanders. I guess you can't survive without that. 

¥hat your letter does not aay is the reason I wriot© you. Xt was because you 
announced aioaS^iaating your o realisation with Lano* 3* I do not rasnt him to have any 
kind of access, even verbally, to any of my work. H©£r is a professional piagiarizer 
who, as I recently recniaded hi m whan ho wrote a letter like yours, was not oven able 
to do all "his* own original «wrk; hasn't mastered the bade unquestioned fact yet* 
and with you Is engaged in what can be & self-destruct operation, one with a high 
probability of also hurting those foolish enough to trust either of you. % explicit 
purpose TfaO to sec that he lias no access of any kind to any of my wffik no natter how 
you obtained it* X mean tills quite seriously. Pleas© do not deceive yourself on this. 
There ia a limit. If I did not pdt^y you X would have passed it long ago* (Or would 
you also/ prefer to forget the time I saved you from your own f oBlishnes^? ) 

X have two reasons for taking this time. I could have contmilH^self with merely 
noting your lice and unresponsiteie^a and refaring to earlier letters* Ills would 
have made an adequate honest record. 

One in to caution you that so^c ©f the lies in this letter can be quite hurtful 
to me and if you repeat them I will hold you to account* Believe me, I men It. The 
other is UEU*cabtedly a futility as it has always been with those who hive your 
special sickness as with you over so many painful yoars* I hate to see you risking 
your own ruin and that of those who trust you. 

Never in the past have you been willing to face the realities. Perhaps there is 
a remote* chance that you will yet. 0nless you can show factual error in the fore- 
going, can a rational mail ignore this partial record? 

I do sorrow for you and for the opportunity you have done more than throw sway* 

If you had been willing to restrict your soil to what y u can do ^ei 1 and Iiad not had 
this sick longing for a heroic of which you are incapable, you could have had real 
accomplishment of v/i)ich you could honestly harm been proud. It is as tragic as it 
ia sick* 



ftith sincere regrest, 



Harold Weinberg 



